
QpJt\"'~r;tts ,in:lR~@On~e to LOGaiism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking
NIB'Docket No. 04-233

, ..... "
RECEIVED &INSPECTED:

APR 8~ 2008
\submit the following comments in response to the Looalism Notice of Propose ~ Rulemaking lthe

UNPRM"), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233. FCC-MAILROOM
Any new FCC rUles, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of

proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so - and must not be adopted.

(1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don't share their
values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for choosing to follo~ their own
consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what Viewpoints a broadcaster,
partiCUlarly a religious broadcaster, must present.

(2) The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access reqUirements would do so - even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery
mandates on any religion. '

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government agency - and
proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would intrude on
constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

(4) The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees w,ould be
automatically barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of certain classes of applicants by the Commissioners themselves would amount to coercion of
religious broadcasters. Those who stay true to their consciences and present only the messages they
correspond to their beliefs could face long~ expensive and po~enti~IIY rUi~ous renewal proceedings.

(5) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight bUdgets, af? do many smaller market secular .
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge.. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by requiring
staff presence Whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio location choices.
Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks - and curtailed service is contrary to the
pUblic interest.

We.·urge the FCC not to adopt rules, proceduf.es or policies discussed above.
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Mail your comments, so they arrive by April 14, 2008 to

Using the US Postal Service:

The Secretary

FedeJ:8ICommunlcatlons Commission

445 12tti1 street, SW

Washington,'OC 20554

Attn:' Chief, Media Bureau.
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Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so - and must not be adopted.
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(1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don't share their
values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for choosing to follow their own
consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

(2) The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so - even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery
mandates on any religion.

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government agency - and
proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would intrude on
constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

(4) The FCC must not estatllish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
automatically barred from routine'renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of certain classes of applicants by the Commissioners themselves would amount to coercion of
religious broadcasters. Those who stay true to their consciences and present only the messages-they
correspond to their beliefs could face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

(5) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight bUdgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by requiring
staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio location choices.
Raising costs with these proposals would force selVice cutbacks - and curtailed service is contrary to the
public interest.

We urge the FCC n",t to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so - and must not be adopted.

(1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don't share their
values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for choosing to follow their own
consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

(2) The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so - even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery
mandates on any religion.

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. the choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not propedy dictated by any government agency - and
proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would intrude on '
constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

(4) The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees Would be
automatically barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of certain classes of applicants by the Commissioners themselves would amount to coercion of
religious broadcasters. Those who stay true to their consciences and present only the messages:they
correspond to their beliefs could face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceeding~.

(5) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight bUdgets, as do many smaller market se,cular
stations. Keeping the electricity floWing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters. by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by: requiring
staff presence whenever a station is on the ~ir and, (b) by further restricting main studio location choices.
Raising Gbsts With these proposals would force ~ervice cutbacks - and curtailed service is contrary to the ~

pubttc interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendme It rrgnts. A number of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so - and must not be adopted.

(1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advi'ce from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don't share their
values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for choosing to follow their own
consciences, rather than alloWing incompatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The First'
Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
partiCUlarly a religious broadcaster, must present.

(2) The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed pUblic access reqUirements would do so - even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery
mandates on any religion.

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government agency - and
proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would intrude on
constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

(4) The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
automatically barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of certain classes of applicants by the Commissioners themselves would amount to coercion of
religious broadcasters. Those who stay true to their consciences and present only the messages they
correspond to their beliefs could face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

(5) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight bUdgets, as do many smaller market se'cular
stations. Keeping the electricity floWing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by SUbstantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by reqUiring
staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio location choices.
Raising costs With these proposals would force service cutbacks - and curtailed service is contrary to the
public interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so - and must not be adopted.

(1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don't share their
values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for choosing to follow their own
consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The First'
Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

(2) The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so - even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery
mandates on any religion.

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government agency - and
proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would intrude on
constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

(4) The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
automatically barred from routine renewal application proc;essing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of certain classes of applicants by the Commissioners themselves would amount to coercion of
religious broadcasters. Those who stay true to their consciences and present only the messages'they
correspond to their beliefs could face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

(5) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight bUdgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by requiring
staff presence Whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio location choices.
Raising 'costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks - and curtailed service is contrary to the
public interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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, \ submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice ofPro~ .r:MJJdAiJb.1tf)OM I'
"NPRM"), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233. "

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so - and must not be adopted.

(1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don't share their
values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for choosing to follow their own
consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particUlarly a religious broadcaster, must present.

(2) The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed pUblic access requirements would do so - even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery
mandates on any religion.

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government agency - and
proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would intrude on
constitutionally-prote'med editorial choices.

(4) The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
automatically barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of certain classes'of applicants by the Commissioners themselves would amount to coercion of
religious broadcasters. Those who stay true to their consciences and present only the messages they
correspond to their beliefs could.face long, expensive. and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

(5) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight bUdgets, as do many smaller market se'cular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, ,by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by requiring
staff presence whenever a statio.n is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio location choices.
Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks - and curtailed servic;:e is contrary to the
public interest. ," .

We 'urge the FCC not to adopt ~~Ies, procedures or policies discussed above.
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\ submit the folloWing comments in response to the localism Notice ofPro"I¥MJU~ff!.ROOM
UNPRM"), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233.

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so - and must not be adopted.

(1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadC8$ters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don't share their
values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for choosing to follow their own
consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

(2) The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and eveiyone has
rights to air time. Proposed pUblic access requirements would do so - even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery
mandates on any religion.

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government agency - and
proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would intrude on
constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

(4) The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
automatically barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of certain classes of applicants by the Commissioners themselves would'amount to coercion of
religious broadcasters. Those who stay true. to their consciences and present only the messages they
correspond to their beliefs could face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceeding~.

(5) Many Christi~n broadcasters operate on tight bUdgets. as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the ele'ctricity flowing Is often adiallenge. Yet, the COIYI'!lission proposes to further
squeeze nich'e .and smaller market broadcasterS,. by'substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by requiring
staff presence when~v~r a statio~ is on the air' and, (b) by further restricting main studio'iocation choices.
Raising' costs with these proposals would fotce service cutbacks - and curtailed service is contrary to the
public interest. ", . ,

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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Mail your comments, so they'arrive by April 14, 2008 to

Using the US Postal Service:

The Secretary

, Federal,Oommunicatlons Commission

445 12th street, SW

Wastllngton, DC 20554

'Attn: Chief, Media Bureau.
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Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of
proposals discussed in th,e NPRM, if enacted, would do so - and must not be adopted.

CCllQJI)1,~t§ in~R~~,Q$e, to,Lo.~lism,Notice of Proposed Rulemaking
MB(Ddel<et Nt>. 04":233 . . .

(1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don't share their
values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for choosing to follow their own
consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particUlarly a religious broadcaster, must present.

(2) The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed pUblic access requirements would do so - even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery
mandates on any religion.

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government agency - and
proposals to force reporting on such things as who prqduced what programs would intrude on
constitutionally-protected ediforial'choices... . :'

(4) The FCC must not establish a twc;>-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
automatically. barred from routine renewal applipation processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of certain classes of applicants' by the Commissioners themselves would amount to coercion of
religious broadcasters. Those who stay true to their consciences and present only the messages they
correspond to their beliefs could face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

(5) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by requiring
stafrpresence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio location choices.
Rai~ing costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks - and curtailed service is contrary to the
puJ:jlic interest. .

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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Mail your comments, so they arrive by April 14, 2008 to

Using the US Postal Service:

The Secretary

Federal'Communlcatlons Commission

445 12th street, SW

Washington, DC 20554

Attn: Chief, Media Bureau.
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Isubmit the followina comments in response to the Localism No iJ:OO,J,MILB
"NPRM"), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233.

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so - and must not be adopted.

(1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don't share their
values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for choosing to follQw their own
consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
partiCUlarly a religious broadcaster, must present.

(2) The FCC must not tum every r~dio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access reqUirements would do so - even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery
mandates on any religion.

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government agency - and
proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would intrude on
constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

,
(4) The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
automatically barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of certain classes' of applicants by the Commissioners themselves would amount to coercion of
religious broadcasters. Those who stay true to their consciences and present only the messagesthey
correspond to their beliefs could'face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

(5) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight bUdgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by reqUiring
staff preseRce whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio location choices.
Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks - and curtailed service is contrary to the
pUblic interest.

Mail your comments, so they arrive by April 14, 2008 to

Using the US Postal Service:

The Secretary

FederalCommuRlcations Commission

445 12th street, 'SW

Washington, DC 20554

Attn: Chief, Media Bureau.
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\ subm\t the ~o\\o'N\ng comment~ \n te~?(m~e to t'ne LQca\\oaffi No\\ce 0' ? '1"'!:=~==~IooWA.IIw--
"NPRM"), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233. II-

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so - and must not be adopted.

(1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don't share their
values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for ohoosing to follow their own
consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits government, inoluding the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

(2) The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed pUblio access requirements would do so - even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery
mandates on any religion.

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government agency - and
proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would intrude on
constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

(4) The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees ~ould be
automatically barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of certain classes of applicants by the Commissioners themselves would amount to coercion of
religious broadcasters. Those who stay true to their consciences and present only the messages 'they
correspond to their beliefs could face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

(5) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight bUdgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by SUbstantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by requiring
staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio location choices.
Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks - and curtailed service is contrary to the
public interest. '

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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Mail your comments, so they arrive by April 14, 2008 to

Using the US Postal Service: .

The Secretary
Federal Communications Commission

445 12th street, SW

Washington, DC 20554

Attn: Chief, Media Bureau.
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Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so - and must not be adopted.

(1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take adv,ce from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don't share their
values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for choosing to follow their own
consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

(2) The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed pUblic access requirements would do so - even if a religious broadca,ster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery
mandates on any religion. '

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government agency - and
proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would intrude on
constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

(4) The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
automatically barred from routine renewal application processing.. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of certain classes of applicants by the Commissioners themselves would amount to coercion of
religious broadcasters. Those who stay true to their consciences and present only the messages 'they
correspond to their beliefs could face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

(5) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight bUdgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by SUbstantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by requiring
staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio location choices.
Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks - and curtailed service is contrary to the
pUblic interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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Mail your comments, so they arrive by April 14, 2008 to
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The Secretary

Federal Communications Commission

44512th street. SW

Washington. DC 20554

Attn: Chief. Media Bureau.
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. " .. FCC~M~\Lf\OO~~
\submIt the followmg comments In response to the LocalIsm NotIce ofProj)()seQ.~emQkJ~a-

"NPRM"), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233.

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so - and must not be adopted. '

(1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from'
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don't share their
values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for choosing to follow their own
consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster, '
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

(2) The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so - even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message deljvery
mandates on any religion.

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government agency - and
proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would intrude on
constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

(4) The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
automatically barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of certain classes of applicants by the Commissioners themselves would amount to coercion of
religious broadcasters. Those who stay true to their consciences and present only the messages'they
correspond to their beliefs could face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceeding~.

(5) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by SUbstantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by requiring
staff pre$ence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio location choices.
Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks - and curtailed service is contrary to the
public interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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Mail your comments, so they arrive by April 14, 2008 to
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The SecretaFY

Federal Communications Commission

445 12tt1 street, SW

Washington, DC 20554

Attn: Chief, Media Bureau.
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I submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice oflE!b:lPi:lSeid:.ES~li:iiIiikil:~lbS~
"NPRM"), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233.

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so - and must not be adopted.

(1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don't share their
values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for choosing to follow their own
consciences, rather than allowing incompatible Viewpoints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

(2) The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed pUblic access reqUirements would do so -- even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery
mandates on any religion.

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government agency -- and
proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would intrude on
constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

(4) The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees ~ould be
automatically barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of certain classes of applicants by the Commissioners themselves would amount to coercion of
religious broadcasters. Those who stay true to their consciences and present only the messages,they
correspond to their beliefs could face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

(5) Many Christian broa,c:lcasters operate on tight bUdgets, as do m~ny smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity ,flowing is oiten a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by' reqUiring
staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio location choices.
Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks - and curtailed service is contrary to the
pUblic interest.
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The Secretary

Federal 'Communications Commission

445 12th street, SW
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Attn: Chief, Media Bureau.
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I submIt the fof(owtng comments in response to the Looalism Notice of Pro emel$g-tthe----'

"NPRM"), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233.

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A nl,.lmber of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so - and must not be adopted.

(1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don't share their .
values'could face increased harassment complaints and even loss of license for choosing to follow their own
consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particUlarly a religious broadcaster, must present.

(2) The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so - even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery
mandates on any religion.

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government ag~ncy - and
proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would intrude on
constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

(4) The FCC must not establish a t:vvo-tiered renewal system il) which certain licensees would be
automatic~lIy barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of certain classes of applicants by the Commissioners themselves would amount to coercion of
religious broadcasters. Those who stay true to tl)eir consciences and pre$ent only the messages they
correspond to their beliefs could face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

(5) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight bUdgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by SUbstantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by requiring
staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio location choices.
Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks - and curtailed service is contrary to the
public interest. .

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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I submit the fol/owing comments in response to the Localism Notice of PreP~~IV~~~flOOM
"NPRM"), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233.

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so - and must not be adopted. '

(1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially reli~ious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don't share their
values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for choosing to follow their own
consciences, rather than allowing incompatible Viewpoints to shafile their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

(2) The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed pUblic access reqUirements would do so - even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery
mandates on any religion.

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government agency - and
proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would intrude on
constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

(4) The FCq must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
automati9ally barrecVf~orn routin'e renewal applicatipn processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review oreenain cla$ses of appliA8Q~S ~¥ the 'Commissioners themselves would amount to coercion of
religiOUS broad,pasters. Those who ~tay true to their consciences and present only the messages they
corr:espond to their beliefs could face long, e~pensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

(5) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight bUdgets, ~s do many smaller market se'cular
s~ations. Keeping the elE1ctri9ity~fJ9wing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission propQses to further
sqtteeze niche and smaller: market broadcasters, by SUbstantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by reqUiring
staff~presence Whenever a statiQ'n~is.on"the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio location choices.
Raising;costs with these pr'Qpbsals would force service cutbacks - and curtailed service is contrary to the
public interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures orpolicies discussed above.

Mail yotllr comments. so they arrive by April 14, 2008 to

Using the US Postal Service:

the Secretary
FederallCommunlcatlons Commission

445 12th street. SW

Wast:lillgton. DC 20554

7;A.tln: Chief, Media Bureau.
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...
, submit the fol/owing comments in response to the Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking (the

"NPRMIJ
), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233.

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so - and must not be adopted.

(1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don't share their
values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for choosing to follow their own
consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
partiCUlarly a religious broadcaster, must present.

(2) The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so - even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery
mandates on any religion.

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government agency - and
proposals to force reporting on such things as who produ~d what programs would intrude on
constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

(4) The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which cert,ain Ii~nsees would be
automatically barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of certain clas~es of applicants by the Commissioners themselves would amount to coercion of
religious broadca~ters. Those who stay trL!.e, t9 their conl!!ciences and present only the messages they
correspon~ to their~elief.s: could face long, expensive.~nd 'potentially ruinous r~ne~1 proceedings. -.

,

(5) Many Christian broa~caste~ operate on tight bUdgetl:l, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, 'the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller mark~t broadcasters, by'substantially rai$ing costs in two ways: (a) by requiring
stafj', presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further reStricting main studio location choices.
Raising costs with these proposa.ls would force service cutbacks - aJild curtailed service is contrary to the
Pl!Jl:>lic interest.

We I.!rgelhe FCC Mtto aGiopt rUles·, pra-cedtlres or-policies discussed above.
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Isubmit the following comments in response to the localism Notice of Pr,~~
"NPRM"), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233.

Any new FCC rUles, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so - and must not be adopted.

(1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don't share their
values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for choosing to follow their own
consciences,. rather than alloWing incompatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The Firsf
Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

(2) The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so - even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery
mandates on any religion.

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government agency - and
proposals to force reporting on such things as who,produced what programs would intrude on
constitutionally-protected editorial choices...

(4) The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
automatically barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of certain classes of applicants by the Commissioners themselves would amount to coercic;m of
religious broadcasters. Those who stay true to their cqnsciences and present only the messages they
correspond to their beliefs could face long, expensive. and potentially ruinous renewal proceeding~.

(5) Many Christian ~roadcasters operate .on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by SUbstantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by, requiring
staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio location choices.
Raising costs With these proposals would force service cutbacks - aRd curtailed service is contrary to the
public interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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·Attn: Chief; Media Bureau.
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I submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of Propose
"NPRM"), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233.

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so - and must not be adopted.

, ,I"

(1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from ,.
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don't share their
values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for choosing to follow their own
consciences, rather than alloWing incompatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present. ..

(2) The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so - even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery
mandates on any religion.

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly diCtated by any government agency - and
proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would intrude on
constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

(4) The FCC must not establi~h a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
automatically barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of certain classes of applicants by the Commissioners themselves would amount to coercion of
religious broadcasters. Those who stay true to their consciences and present only the messages they
correspond to their beliefs could face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

(5) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight bUdgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity" flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by sUbstantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by requiring
staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio location choices.
Raising costs With these proposals wotlld force service cutbacks - and curtailed service is contrary to the
public interest.

We I:lrge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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Using the US Postal Service:,

The Secretary

Federal,Communlcatlons Commission

445 12th street, SW

Wa&hin~on, DC 20554

Attn: Chief; Media Bureau.
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)submit the fo)}owing comments in response to the Localism Notice ofProposed :&f~<AILROt
"NPRM"), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233.

Any new FCC rUles, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so - and must not be adopted.

(1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don't share their
values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for choosing to follow their own
consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The First,
Amendment prohibits government, inclUding the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

(2) The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum Where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access reqUirements would do so - even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery
mandates on any religion.

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government agency - and
proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would intrUde on
constitutionally-protected editorial choices. .

(4) The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees w'buld be
automatically barred from routine r!=lnewal application prC!cessing. The pro'posed mandatory special renewal
review of certain classes of appliGants by the Commissioners themselves would amount to coercion of
religious broadcasters. Those who stay t~ue to their consciences a.nd pr.esent only the messages they
correspond to their beliefs could face long, expensiVe and potentially rUinous renewal proceedings.

(5) Many Christian,brocu:jcasters operate on tight bUdgets, as do many smaller market secul,ar
stations. Keeping the electricity ~owing is often a challeng~. Yet, the Commi~sion proposes to further
squeeze niche ~and smaller market broadca;;ters, by SUbstantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by reqUiring
stat{ presence whenever a statioFl is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio locati,on choices.
Raisi~g costs with these proposals would force selVice cutbacks - aod curtailed selVice is contrary to the
pUblic 'interest. 0

We ur.ge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures' or policies discussed above.
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I submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of - reinE'ron

"NPRM"), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233.

Any new FCC rUles, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so - and must not be adopted.

(1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don't share their
values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for choosing to follow their own
consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

(2) The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so - even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery
mandates on any religion. '

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government agency - and
proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would intrude on
constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

(4) ,The FCC must not establish a two-tiered ren~wal system in which certain licensees would be
automafically barred'from routinerenewal'applicatiol') processing. The proposed mandatory'special renewal
review of certain classes of applicants by the Commissioners themselves would amount to coercion of
religious broadcasters. Those wno stay true to their consciences and present only the messages they
correspond to their beliefs could face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

(5) Many Christian broadqasters operate on tight bUdgets, as do many smaller market seqular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing ,is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and l?r:nall~r mark~t,broadcasters, by SUbstantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by requiring
staff presence Whe,r;fever astatioa IS on the air anc;l..(b) by.further restricting main studio location choices.
Rais.img ,ca.sts with these proposals woulcl force'serVice cutbacks - and curtailed service is contrary to the
public interest.. , .
We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures' or policies discussed above.

Signature

Name

, ,

Title (if any)

Organization (if any) C

=.",:"•••,,,s,,.s.,,,,.,,,.,,.

Phone
Mail your comments, so they arrive by April 14, 2008 to

Using the US Postal Service:

The Secretary

F-ederal Gommunlcatlons Commission

44512thstreet, sW
Washington, DC 20554

Attn: ,Clilieft·Media 'Bl:Jre~u.
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" \QQmp1~,p~;j~~~~R40~~f,t(»r~o~Ji$m·:Noti.ceiof P.rQposed Rulel'naking
MB"Dodket NQ, 04~2:a3

I submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of Pro osed RUI~I1JqJ<LQg~otv

"NPRM"), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233. FCC-MAILf1U L

l
Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of

proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so - and must not be adopted.

(1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don't share their
values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for choosing to follow their own
consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The First,
Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

(2) The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access reqUirements would do so - even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery
mandates on any religion.

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government agency - and
proposals to force reporting on such things as who prqduced what programs would intrude on
constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

(4) The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
automatically barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special'renewal
reView of certain classes of applicants by the Commissioners themselves would amount to coercion of
religious broadcasters. Those who stay true to their consciences and present only the messages they
correspond to their beliefs could face long, expensive and potentially rUinous renewal proceeding~.

(5) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight bUdgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by SUbstantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by requiring
staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b)'by further restricting main studio location choices.
Raising qosts With these proposals would force s~rvice cutpacks - and curtailed service is contrary to the
public interest. -

We urge the Fce not t9 adopt rules, procedures' or policies discussed above.

Signature

Name

Title (if any)

Org~anization '(if any)

Apr;! 3" ~oof
Date

Po. /:)Vtj, g'/67 ;{()riA AJ,t~us1tt l Sc,
"':""Ad..,....,d,--re-ss------- --:<.q<g6/

Phone
Mail your comments, so they arrive by April 14, 2008 to

Using the US Postal Service:

The Secretary

Federal Communications Commission

445 12th street, SW

Washington, DC 20554

Attn: Chief, Media Bureau.
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~\?R ~, '2.008d.l"!trpe'fitst:'in.~B~ff9.n$~'tOi,L:o~~'i$rn'!&otiee'Of Proposed Rulemaking \
MB'liI.JocketNo~' 04:.'233

I submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of Pr,l;!P~ \\n~rvalAfi)€blMJ
"NPRM"), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-23~. ~t'~,v~v'-~~:::'::-------

, ';'1' ,11 ;
• I,

Any new FCC rUles, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so - and must not be adopted.

(1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advi6e from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don't share their
values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for choosing to follow their own
consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpohlts to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present. '

(2) The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so - even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery
mandates on any religion.

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of prdgramming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government agency - and
proposals ~o fo~~ reporting on such things as who produced what programs would intrude on "
constitutionally-protected editorial choices. ' ,

(4) The FCC mus~ not establish a two-tiered renewal system in wh!ch certain licensees would be
automatiCally barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of certain classes of applicants by the Commissioners themselves would amount to coercion of
religious broadcasters. Those who stay true to their consciences and present only the messages they
correspond to the'ir beliefs could face long, e?Cpensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

(5) Many Christian broadpasters operate on tight bUdgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping,the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche'ar:lt:tstrialler market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways:,' (a) by requiring
staffpresence,NyhetJever a statioR is Or) the air and, (b) by further restricting main stUdio location choices.
Rai~j!;lg CR~ts 'With 'fh"ese proposals wOl!ld force s,ervice,cutpacks - and cl\rtail~ct. s,e.rvice is contrary to the
public in(erest. ,' ...' . '

We urge,the PCC not to adopt rules, procedures' or policies discussed above.

Silllnature

Name

-------
Title (if any)

)

( ~tI ~) d..79- 5£-(/fL:2
Pnone

Mail your comments, so they arrive by April 14, 2008 to

Using the US Postal Service:

The Sectetary

Federal Communications Commission

445 12t1i1'rstreet, SW

Washington, pc 20554

Attn: ,Chil:lf~.Media B",reau.



I submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of P
"NPRMIJ), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233.

Any new FCC rUles, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do $0 - and must not be adopted.

(1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don't share their
values could face increased harassment, complaints arid even loss of license for choosing to follow their own
consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The First·
Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what Viewpoints a broadcaster,
particUlarly a religious broadcaster, must present.

(2) The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so - even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery
mandates on any religion.

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision~making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious. programming, is not properly dictated by any government agency - and
proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would intrude on
constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

(4) The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
automatically barred from routine renewal applic~tion procesSing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of certain classes of applicants' by the Commissioners themselves would amount to coercion of
religious broadcasters. Those who stay'true to their consciences and present only the messages they
correspond to t~eirbeliefS could face'l~ng, expensive and poten~iallY rUinous renewal proceedings.

(5) Many Christian broad.casters operate on tight bU!:fgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping'the electricity f10wingis often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market bfLoadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by requiring
staff presence'when~ver a station is on the air and, (b) Iby further restricting main studio location choices.
Raisjng ,posts with tbese prol'losa.ls would force service.cutl;>acks - and curtailed service is contrary to the
public. interest. . .

We ,urge,tt~e PQC n(i)~ to ad?pt ru,t~sj procedures' or policies discussed above.

Signature

.'

Organiz~tion (if~any)

dtf~~
Address

Mail your comments, so they arrive by April 14, 2008 to

Using the US Postal Service:

The Secretary

Federal Cornrnunlc~tlons Commission

445 12th street, SW

Wa~l:Iington, DC 20554

Attn: Chief; Media Bl!Ireau.
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, submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice ofpro~~
"NPRM"), released Jan. 24, 2006, in MB Docket No. 04-233. . •

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A nu'mber of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so - and must not be adopted.

(1) The FCC must not force radio stationsl especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM'e proposed advisory board proposals would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcaste~ who resist advice from those who don't share'their
values could face increased harassment, complai~ts and even loss of license for choosing to follow their own
consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits government, including the F<cC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

(2) The FCC must not turn every radio stition into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requiref11ents would do so - even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First !Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery
mandates on any religion.

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of ~pecific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming,: is not properly dictated by any government agency - and
proposals to force reporting on sl!fch things as who produced what programs would intrude on
constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

(4) " The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
automatically barred from routine renew~1 applicatipn prqcessing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of certain classes of applicants by the Commissioners themselves would amount to coercion of
religious broadcasters. Those who stay true to th~ir consciences and present only the messages they
correspond to their beliefs could face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

(5) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight bUdgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a 0hallenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche,and smaller mark~t bro~dcasters, b¥ SUbstantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by 'requiring
staff presence Whenever a station is on the air and~ (b) by further restricting main studio location choices.
R~isiRgcosts With these proposals would force serwice cut"acks - and curtailed service is contrary to the
PlJblie interest. . ' ,

Signature

~d4t LA.. J1.2earnt?..g
Name,

Qrg~li1iz~tion tif.~any)

d-~ Edlsl-.~'I) j..J.,,{<~/.\/(,AJN/
Address n'-;

,~1:n;}:2ffJ2ftJ
Mail your comments, so they arrive by April 14, 2008 to

Using the US Postal Service: '

The Secretary

Federal!Co~munic~tlons Commission

445 12tti1.:Stre,et, 'Sw;,

~asbir:l9.t~n,DC 2a,,554-
Attn: Chieff;Media~'Btilre~u.
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MB Door<et NM4-233 \ . OO~
,1submit the fo1}owing comments in response to the Localism Notice ofPro~;~~1~~~e -

"NPRM"), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233. -

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so - and must not be adopted.

(1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don't share their
values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for choosing to follow their own
consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

(2) The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so - even if a religious broadcal?ter
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery
mandates on any religion. :

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is notproperly dictated by any government agency - and
proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would intrude on
constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

(4) The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
automatically barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of certain classes of applicants by the Commissioners themselves would amount to coercion of
religious broadcasters. Those who stay ~rue to their consciences and present only the messages they
correspond to their beliefs could face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

(5) Many Christian broaqcasters operate on tight bUdgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity f1ciWing i~ often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market bro~dcasters, by SUbstantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by requiring
staff presence whenever a station iS,on the air and; (b) by further restricting main studio location choices.
Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutpacks - and curtailed service is contrary to the
public interest.

,
We-urge the FCC not, to adopt rules, procedures' or policies discussed above.

Name

Title (if any)

S-K~g~>v
A~~~~07??~
~3 .;g 7'f:/f"oo5' :

Phone '/
Mail your comments, so they arrive by April 14, 2008 to

Using the US Postal Service: '

Tl:le Secretary
Federal:Communications Commission

445 12th street, SW

Washington, DC 20554

Attn: Chief, Media Bureau.
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fCC-MA\LROOM
, submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking (the

"NPRM"), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233.

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so - and must not be adopted.

(1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters', to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don't share.their
values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for choosing to follow their own
consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits government, inclUding the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

(2) The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so ~ even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery
mandates on any religion.

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated.by any government agency - and
proposals to force reporting on sueh things as who produced what programs would intrude on
constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

(4) The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
automatically barred from routiner:enewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of certain classes of applicants by the Commissioners themselves would amount to coercion of
religious broadcasters. Those who stay true to their consciences and present only the messages they
correspond to their beliefs could ,face-'ong, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

(5) Many Christian broaGi.casters operate on tight bUdgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity UOWiRg Is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller mark$.~tifoadcasters, by SUbstantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by requiring
staff presence whenever a sfatiol) is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio location choices.
Raisirilg qosts with these proposal~ weul~ force service cutt>acks - and curtailed service is contrary to the
pUQlip interest.

We urge the FCC no~ to ,adopt rula-s,procedures' or policies discussed above.

~~~
Signature

.~~~ \hJC\\"~C
Name

liBe Jif;(

Date

\1\t\~ ';J~i';? ~c\ .
Address

r?c&J 3kj- 31.5/
\J;hone

Mail your comments, so they arrive by April 14, 2008 to

Using the US Postal Service:

The Secretary

Federal Communlcatlens Oommlsslon

445 12th street, SW

Washington, pC 2Q554

Attn: Chief, Media Bl!reau.
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APR 8 2008
G~roInep1$.!niR~~J1S~.to Loo~lism Notice.of Proposed Rulemaking
MB :DOcket 'No; 04·233

I submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of opose ulemaking (the
"NPRM"), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233.

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so - and must not be adopted.

(1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don't share their
values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for choosing to follow their own
'consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what Viewpoints a broadcaster,
particUlarly a religious broadcaster, must present.

(2) The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everYone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access reqUirements would do so - even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery
mandates on any religion.

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government agency - and
proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would intrude on
constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

(4) The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
automatically barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of certain classes of applicants by the Commissioners themselves would amount to coercion of
religious broadcasters. Those Who stay true to their consciences and present only the messages they
correspond to their beliefs could face long, expensive and potentially rUinous renewal proceedings.

(5) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing Is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by SUbstantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by requiring
staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio location choices.
Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutpacks - and curtailed service is contrary to the
public interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures' or policies discussed above.

t%D3) ~D~-\~qQ'
~one

Mail your comments, so they arrive by April 14, 2008 to

Using the US Postal Service:

The Secretary

Federal'Communications Commission

445 12th street, SW

Washington, DC 20554

'Attn:· Ohief" Media Bureau.

Title (if afy)l
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Signatu~
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I submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of Pro ,of~~J1M~M QOM
"NPRM"), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233.
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Any new FCC rUles, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of
proposais discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so - and must not be adopted.

(1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would imp,ose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don't share their
values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for choosing to follow their own
consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The First,
Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what Viewpoints a broadcaster,
particUlarly a religious broadcaster, must present. '

(2) The FCC must not tum every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access reqUirements would do so - even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery
mandates on any religion. '

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government agency - and
propc;>sals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would intrude on
constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

(4) The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in Which certain licensees would be
automatically barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of certain classes of applicants by the Commissioners themselves would amount to coercion of
religiou~ broadcast!9rs. Those who stay true to their consciences and present only the messages they
correspond to their beliefs could face long, expensive and potentially rUinous renewal proceedings.

(5) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight bUdgets. as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by requiring
stafflf:>resenc~whenever a station 'is on the air Clnd, (b) by further restricting main studio location choices.
R:aielihgcosts With these p~oposals would force service cutpacks - and curtailed service is contrary to the
public interest.

We ,urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures' or policies discussed above.

nl~ A. 41: ft:.a .... =/g
Signature

rfI ABj A. will 7'LJ'h-S

Name

Date

70'3 (;)..79 .-:J-If d-:)
Ph'one

Title. (if any)
Mail your comments, so they arrive by April 14, 2008 to

Using the US Postal Service:

The Secretary

F.ederal Communications Commission

145 12th street, SW

Washington, DC 20554

Attn: ,Chi~f, Media B~reau.
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APR 8 2008

, submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of 1hflp1:l6ei1.eilleiil'klfjO M
"NPRM"), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04--233.

Any new FCC rUles, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so - and must not be adopted.

(1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don't share their
values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for choosing to follow their own
consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particUlarly a religious broadcaster, must present.

(2) The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everYone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so - even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery
mandates on any religion. '

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government agency - and
proposals to force reporting ~n such things as who produced what programs would intrude on
constitutionally-protected eaitorial choices.

(4) The FCC must not establish ~ two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
automatically barred from rqutine Fenewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of certain classes of applicants by the Commissioners themselves would amount to coercion of
religious broad,casters. Those wnostay true to their consciences and present only the messages they
correspond to their beliefs could face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

(5) Many Christian broad.c~sters operate on tight bUdgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. ~ee~ihg tli1~ elec~fiprty,(&~ijIg:\iS often a challenge.. Yet, t~~ Commis~ion proposes to further..
squeeze ruche and ~r:naller ~ark~f"broadcasters, by substantially raising cost!S In two ways: (a) by reqUiring
stafflr:>re~ence wher:lever a stati01i1.is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio location choices.
g~jsitilg costs With these proposals would force sen/ice cutpacks - a~d curtailed service is contrary to the

. p~t)IiG' interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, precedures' or policies discussea above.

tOo .'J', •. ,

W4cJv,~,~,··
S.ign.ature ,
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I

Name

N() \;\--,,-~__
Title (if any)

O~gariizijtion (if.any)
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Phone
Mail your comments, so they arrive by April 14, 2008 to

Using the US Postal Service:

The Secretary

Federal Communlca~10ns Commission

445 12th..-st~~t, SW

Wash!n~on, DC 20554

Attn: Chief, Media Bureau.
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I submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of Pro
UNPRM"), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233.

~li.ulemakingl!he

(.;l;-MAI[ROOM
Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of

proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so - and must not be adopted.

(1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would impose such
unconstitution~1 mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don't share their
values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for choosing to follow their own
consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The First'
Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

(2) The FCC must not turn every radio station into a pUblic forum where anyone and everYone has
rights to air time. Proposed pUblic access requirements would do so - even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message deliyery
mandates on any religion. :

(3) The FCC must.not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government agency - and
proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would intrude on '
constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

(4) The FCC must not establish a twO-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
automatically barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of certain classes of applicants by the Commissioners themselves would amount to coercion of
religious broadcasters. Those who stay true to their consciences and present only the messages they
correspond to their beliefs could face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

(5) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by requiring
staff pre~ence whenever a station is on ,the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio location choices.
RaiSing co.sts with these proposals would force service cut!Jacks - and curtailed service is contrary to the
pUblic. interest.

~5UJ;SS s)
Address

?if3Ittl~t: 1VName

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, pr0cedures' or policies discussed above.

:t~
~~n~re J /

Uma (}t1Soy
r ?

Title (if any)

Organization titany}

Phone
Mail your comments, so they arrive by April 14, 2008 to

Using the US Postal Service:

The Secretary

Federal' CQmml:lnlcatlons Commission

445 12th street, SW

Washington, DC 20554

Attn: Chief, Media Bureau.
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,I submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking (the

"NPRM"), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233.

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so - and must not be adopted.

(1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don't share their
values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for choosing to follow their own
consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The First '
Amendment prohibits government. including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particUlarly a religious broadcaster, must present.

(2) The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so - even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery
mandates on any religion.

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government agency - and
proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would intrude on
constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

(4) The FCC must not establish a two-:-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
automatically barred from routine, renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of certain classes of applicants by the Commissioners themselves would amount to coerciqn of
religious broadcasters. Those who stay true to their consciences and present only the messages they
correspond to their beliefs could face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

(5) , Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by SUbstantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by requiring
staff pres.~nce whenever.a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio location choices.
Raising costs with these proposals would force service,cut\:>acks - and curtailed service is contrary to the
publiG'interest.

We ufge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures' or policies discussed above.

~~
Signature

~~~
Name

Title (if any)

Org~l'i1ization (if:any)
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I submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of ProlilDSleG1-*l:JleHlakllig (the

"NPRM"), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233.

G~nw1e,t(t,$Jin~~~P.liJ$ce Jto,LoG~jiS:itl N10tiee of Proposed Rulemaking
MB DoCkQtNo. 04·233 ,

,.'\

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A nu'mber of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so - and must not be adopted.

(1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don't share their
values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for choosing to follow their own
consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present. '

(2) The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so ~ even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery
mandates on any religion. '

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. rhe choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government agency - and
proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would intrude on
constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

(4) The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in Which certain licensees would be
automatically barred from routine, renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of cert<:lin classes of appliGants by the Commissioners themselves would amount to coercion of
religious broadcasters. "FhesEi who stay. true to their consciences and present only the messages they
correspond to their beliefs could face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

(5) Many Christian broad.casters oper:ate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity ,trowing is often a chall~nge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche,and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by requiring
staff pres.encewheneverra statio!'il iis,an.the air'and, (b) by further restricting main studio location choices.
Raising~qQsts With th~se .propos~s woJta force serVice cutpacks - and curtailed service is contrary to the
pUblic interest.

Wel~F.g~ ,~he FCC nQ~ to adopt rUles, procedures' or policies discus.sed above.

/ lIB" IIrJ{d/~~ /!J-,e; It/. flu., S"C-
Address cJ

{f:;: ~71"7/'1(,
Mail your comments, so they arrive by April 14, 2008 to

Using the US Postal Service:

The Sec~tary

Federal!Eommut:I,lcatlons Commission

445 12ijtstreet, SW

Wa~hiQgton,DC 20554

.~ttn: Chief,' Media Bureau.

.. ..

Title (if any)

$1t':~b~1-6 ';~JjliY S

Name

.
"



I-~~-- ~~-~~~-----~~--~ ---~ ~~ ~-~-----~- ~ - ~--~~ - ~ --- ~

APR 8-;; ZO,-

'" I.'

~l~;~~'iIff)!,: ~~ ...
:.1 ' ',;'!

RECEIV~D&IN~

q()m~efl~,imQ~~"seto~L~lism·tSIoticelofpropased·Rulemakhlg
MB DocketNo. 04·233

! ~~~-MAllAll
I submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of Proposed 'Rl:Ilemakifl{#a-ft(tffihee---

"NPRM"), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233. .

Any new FCC rUles, policies or procedures must not violate ~irst Amendment rights. A number of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so - and must not be adopted.

(1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would impose such ....-- -
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don't share their~ .
values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for choosing to follow the~ own
consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The First: \
Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster, '\
partiCUlarly a religious broadcaster, must present.

(2) The FCC must not turn every radio station into a pUblic forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so - even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery
mandates on any religion.

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government agency - and
proposals to force reporting on s[Jch things as who produced what programs would intrude on .
constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

!
(4) The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees w6uld be
automatically barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of certain classes of applicants by the Commissioners themselves would amount to coercion of
religious broadcasters. Those who stay true to their consciences and present only the messages they
correspond to their beliefs could face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

(5) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing Is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by SUbstantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by requiring
staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio location choices.
Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutpacks - and curtailed service is contrary to the
public interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rUles, procedures' or policies discussed above.

Tifle (if any)

Date

(tf)1 (J/j "£~{;eldl!.Ji jUor1h~k:s~ SC
Address :;jqtV/
Z03r~ 7x>7~3(0:-

Phone I

Mail your comments, so they arrive by April 14, 2008 to

Using the US Postal Service:

The Secretary

Federal Gommunlc.atJons Commission

44512thstreet, SW

Washington, DC 20554, .
~ttn:CAlef" Media B~reau.

( }

Name
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I submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking (the
"NPRM"), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233.

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A nLimber of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so - and must not be adopted.

(1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don't share their
values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for choosing to follow their own
consciences, rather than allowing incompatible Viewpoints to shape their programming. The First'
Amendment prohibits government, inclUding the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
partiCUlarly a religious broadcaster, must present.

(2) The FCC must not turn every radio station !nto a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed pUblic access requirements would do so - even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery
mandates on any religion.

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government agency - and
proposals to force reporting on such things as who pro«;luced what programs would intrude on
constituti.onally-prote-cted editorial choices: ' ,

(4) The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which cer:tain licensees would be
automatically barred from routine'renewal ~pplic?ltion prooessing. The proposed mandatory special-renewal
review of oertain classes of applicants by the Commissioners themselves would amount to ooercion of
religious broadcasters. Those who stay true to their ,consciences and present only the messages they
correspond to their beliefs could face long, expensive and potentially ruinous reneWal proceedings.

I

(5) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight bUdgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a ohElilenge. Yet, the Commi~sion proposes to further
squeeze niohe and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by requiring
staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio location choices.
Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutIJaoks - and curtailed service is contrary to the
pUblie interest. :

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedur.es· or policies disoussed above.

Date

&tf etlTl
Address

Name

J1IV( 5TeR
Title (if any)

I~Wt\fJ- 151ft? C{-/-,
Or~~nization (if any) -

?61!3-? 2 "1-/ (.q 7
Phone

Mail your comments, so they arrive by April 14, 2008 to

Using the US Postal Servioe: '

The Secretary·

Federal ;Oornmunlcatlons Commission

~5 :1-2th street, SW

Washington, DC 20554

Attn: Chief, Media B!Jreau.


